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POLITICAL LEADERS 

The fo^^win^^west^ation was conducted ,by 
Special Agent October 26 , 1971, at 
Washington, D, 


Housing Development Corporation 



enifer Street, 


Northwest, advised that he is not familiar with the 
(applicant and could not comment on his nomination, 

JOHN WESLEY 

jjA.M.F, Zion Church, 1615 14th Street , Northwest , advised 
Jthat he has no knowledge of the applicant other than 
(what he has read in the press and did not feel qualified 
to comment on the applicants nomination. 
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It is noted that | 
jlstrict o^Columbi^ 


liTHRSnSRS 



Nsimms 


|Ls active in 

a and _ 

'for the 



!/ 
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1AB0R ATTORNEY 


Jnc 

personally, Put or^^b^reputation and articles in the press 
concerning him* stated that although the applicant's 

philosophies may be different from his own, as far as the 
applicant's legal reputation is concerned he would interpose 
no objection to his nomination. 
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LABOR LEADERS 


JbSs 

jbrc 


^^^^^^^^Th^£n^.owing investigation was conducted by SA 
mmm|on October 27, 1971, at Washington, D. C. 


AFL-CIO, 

815 16th Street, N. W.',' advised that fte is presently in 
the process of examining the applicant's qualifications 
and philosophies* and did not wish to comment any further 
at this time. 


ANDREW J. BIEMILLEftf ^Legislative Directo.rJ 
815 16th Street, N. W., advised that he has reached 
decision, at this tiine, concerning the applicant’s r 
and therefore could make no additional comment. 


AFL-CIO, 

no 

omination 
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CIVIL RIGHTS LEADERS 

Tbefol^wing investigation was conducted by 
■■fon October 26, 1971, at Washington, 


jtnathe does not know the applicant personally^but from 
|what he has read about him, he could think of no objection 
she would have concerning the applicant's nomination. 


Washington 

yHQ Urban League, 1424 16th Street, N.W.., advised that he does 
not know the applicant personally,, but from what he has 
read about the applicant he could pose no objection to his 
nomination. 
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at Law* 

n October 2i 

e search Project Action 
Council s which is a lobbying group dealing primarily with 
I minority groups and civil rights. This council is presently 
investigating the applicant as well as the other nominee 
announced by President NDODH for the Supreme Court’ to. deter- 
mine their qualifications and attitudes concerning civil 
rights* At the present time she said that their investiga- 
tion has just been instituted and no information concerning 
the nominees has been developed. 

| On October 26, 1971, 

] Washington, D. C. Office, A n t i -De f ama t i o n League, 

Rhode Island Avenue, N. W., advised SAl 
m/Ug/g/g t hat he did not know the applicant and has never 
Ria^an^personal or professional relationships with him. He 
could furnish no information concerning the applicant. 
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RELIGIOUS LEADERS 

The fo^ow^j^^westigation was conducted by 
Special Agent HHHUHlI^IHIHIB^on October 26, 1971, at 
Uk Washington, D.C.: 

C 


advised 


that he does not know the applicant but from what he 
has heard and read concerning him, he could pose no 
objection to his nomination. 


Jewish Community Council of Greater Washington, 13 
Massachusetts Avenue, Northwest, advised that he is not 
familiar with the applicant and could make no further 
comment concerning him. 


K. 

JolC. 


United States Catholic Conference, 1312 Massachusetts 
Avenue, Northwest, advised that he is not familiar with 
applicant and could, therefore, make no comment concerning 
his nomination. 
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1 ORGANIZATIONS 


Metropolitan Club 
17th and H Street, N .W . , 
Washington , D. C. 


On October 26, 1971 
contacted by Special Agent 
applies: 



Club, 




v?as 

ind advised the 

a member in good standing of the Metropolitan 
said the applicant joined ^th^Metropolitan Club 

nows of nothing 
derogatory concerning his character, associates, reputation 
or loyalty. Hassid that to his knowledge the applicant 
has no bad habiTs, and If he did, he could not continue his 
membership in the Metropolitan Club. 




JdVC- June 6, 1966, and. is still a member. 


Jb£ 



advised the Metropolitan Club has no racial 

yy yC, requirements tor membership and that the club does not 
discriminate against minority groups'. ! 



I 


'GO 
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h7^ National Lawyers Club, 1815 H Street, N.W., advised that 

their records indicate LEWIS FRANKLIN POWELL, JR., was made 
an honorary member on February 26, 1969, being assigned 
membership number 706, and she stated that he received this 
honorarium as a result of his being President of the American 
Bar Association. 

She stated that prior to his feeing made an honorary 
member he formarby held club membership numfeer 4398. 
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MISCELLANEOUS 


J?7C 


Jb£> 

Jd7C 


On October 26, 1971, SC 
^ search to be made of the files 

Investigations, Civil Service Commission, and information 
obtained was utilized in this investigation. 

| On October 26, 1971, I 

a search to be made of the files 
internal Security and was advised that no pertinent, identi- 
fiable record could be located for the applicant. 




i>£> 

JbX 


% 



The files of the Passport Of f ice^^^^^^^^^ 
State, reviewed on October 26, 1971, by 

disclosed that LEWIS FRANKLIN POWELL, JR., was issued Official 
Passport $ Y 076824 on December 18, 1969, at Washington, D.C, 
(WDC), for a 15 day trip to Thailand and Vietnam for a 
"Presidential Panel." The applicant listed his birth date as 
September 19, 1907, at Suffolk, Virginia, and the file 
reflects that his previous passport was seen as identification. 


On November 15, 1955, at WDC, the applicant was 
issued passport # 797547 for a two week business trip to 
England. 

On June 19, 1958, at WDC this passport was renewed 
for a 3-4 week trip to Belgium, France, West Germany, Poland 
and Russia as a Delegate of American Bar Association. 


On June 12, 1963, at WDC, the applicant was issued 
passport # D 494212 for a 2 week trip to Greece to attend 
International meeting of lawyers. 


' On May 10, 1966, at V7DC, this passport was renewed for 
a 3 week trip to Switzerland, Italy, France and the Nether- 
lands to attend meeting of International Bar Association. 
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The _f 

Special Agent 


tion w as conducted by 

on October 26, 1971 



M rs Office 
Legal Services^^fx^^^o^Econ^i^^PPortun^y (0E0), 
advised Mr. LEWIS POWELL was formerly a member of the 
National Advisory Committee to the Legal Services Program, 

0E0, during the period of February, 1965, until December, 

1968. She state.d the National Advisory Committee (NAC) 
met approximately four times per year and she knew tyr. POWELL 
never missed a meeting of this committee and she described 
him as a very modest person who has an outstanding ifopuiation 
as a lawyer. POWELL was not a employee of 0E0 but vjas one 
of a number of prominent people who were utilized by 0E0 in 
an advisory capacity. 

Concerning Award Selections made by members of the 
Legal Services Program for oxitstanding people in various 
categories, she recalled applicant received an award in 
December, 1968, as the outstanding his contribution 

to the cause of Legal Services. Mrs .^H^^fcdvised 0E0 
does not have a copy of this award which would specifically 
set forth the details concerning this award. She related 
based on her association and knowledge of applicant ishe would 
highly recommend him for the judicial position of associate 
justice of the Supreme Court. 


JbG> 

bic 


On October 26, 1971, Special Agent 1 

caused a check to be made of the Security Of^^ce of ithe Office 
of Economic .Opportunity concerning applicant LEWIS FRANKLIN 
POWELL JR. and no record was located. 
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CREDIT 


On October 26, 1971, personnel of the Credit Bureau 
of Greater Boston, Inc., 6 St. James Avenue, Boston, 
Massachusetts, advised their files contained no information 
identifiable with applicant. 

ARREST 


On October 26, 1971, personnel of the Boston, 
Massachusetts Police Department, advised their files 
contained no information identifiable with the applicant. 

On October 26, 1971, personnel of the Cambridge, 
Massachusetts Police Department, advised their files 
contained no record for the applicant. 


On October 26, 1971, personnel of the Office 
of the Massachusetts Commissioner of Probation, Suffolk 
County Courthouse, Boston, Massachusetts, a central 
repository for all criminal conviction and traffic 
records in the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, advised their 
files contained no information identifiable with the applicant. 


MISCELLANEOUS 


^ On October 26, 1971, Professor! 

^>7C Harvard Law School, Cambridge, Massachusetts ,^5Hc^Sa? 
reported to have possible comments regarding applicant, 
advised that he does not personally know the applicant and 
could provide no inf orma^.on. regarding applicant . li. 

On October 26, 1971, Miss'^HHH^HjOffice of 
the Clerk of the Supreme JudicialCour^o^suffolk County, 
Boston , Massachusetts , advised that there is no record 
of the applicant ever being admitted to the Massachusetts 
Bar. 


iiC 



Local newspaper morgues reflect no information pertinent 
to applicant's education at Harvard in 1932 or related to 
any speeches or appearances in this community. 
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Character: 


Synopsis: 


LEWIS FRANKLIN POWELL, JR. 


DEPARTMENTAL APPLICANT 
JUSTICE 

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES 


JdQs/J o7C 


Comments of Congressmaim[[m||HimHimi^ an d federal 
judges, U. S. Attorney, and other attorneys, Northern Virginia 
area set out. Applicant's appointment as consul1^tf^3^ie 
Ribbon Defense Panel 7 / 18 / 69 - 6 / 30 / 70 . verified. 
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irginia 


On October 24. 1971 
who resides at, 

, advised Special Agen 



Fg^rfa^County , 

as follows: 


He recalls meeting the applicant perhaps on one or 
two occasions and hearing* a speech or two of his at the Bar 
Association, but he cannot honestly say he is personally 
acquainted with the applicant. He stated, however, that 
anything he has ever heard of the applicant has been "of the 
best”. In June, he read an article in some law review bulletin 
or some such literature, written by the applicant in which the 
applicant voiced the opinion that the Government had a right 
to protect itself, and in so doing, was. entirely justified in 
arresting the hoodlum element demonstrating in the city of 
Washington, D 0 C 0 , during the "May Day demonstrations". He 
was so impressed with this article that he had it inserted in 
the Congressional Record and voiced the opinion that perhaps 
by his doing so, he may have inadvertently caused a disservice 
to the. applicant. However, he is of the opinion that the 
applicant is a person whose knowledge of the law is so great 
that he would be a definite asset as an associate justice of 
the Supreme Court. Both the applicant's writing and speaking 
ability are excellent. To his knowledge, the applicant has 
engaged in the general practice of law, mostly non-criminal 
type work with big corporations. He does not know the extent 
of the applicant's court room and trial experiences from 
personal knowledge, but assumes that they are extensive. As 
far as the applicant's personal characteristics are concerned, 
including his personal appearance, conduct, habits, and 
sobriety, by reputation, he is under the impression that they 
are excellent. He knows nothing of the applicant's health 
status or family members, but the applicant's reputation, 
both personal and professional in regard to his honesty, 
integrity, and loyalty to the U 0 S. Government, are above 
reproach. He is of the opinion that the applicant's 
temperament, professional ethics, and fair, impartial, unbiased 



-r-y- 
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objective outlook are of the highest degree. He is not aware 
of any racially prejudiced organizations of which the 
applicant is a member, stating that really the only 
organization he knows definitely the applicant is a member of 
is the American Bar. Association. From what he has gained 
through reading accounts 6f POWELL's background in newspaper 
articles, his views on civil rights issues are extremely fair 
and objective and entirely within the realm of propriety. 

He has received many letters from constituents in 
his district and from members of the Virginia Bar Association 
attesting to the applicant's professional and personal 
qualifications for appointment to the Supreme Court, and he 
has forwarded these ^letters to the White House. 

He concluded by stating that he thought the appointment 
of POWELL to the Supreme Court was an exceptionally fine 
appointment, and he recommends and urges confirmation of this 
appointment. 
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comments' of judges, u. s. attorney, 

AND OTHER ATTORNEYS, NORTHERN VIRGINIA AREA 


a 


invest xeati 


he a 


appearecTTefore him on the Circuit Court of Appeals 
on many instances. He has also known the applicant socially 
during this period. 

It was his ppinion that .tifte applicant is especially 
well qualified for a' judicial position .in the realm of legal 
ability and experience. He said the applicant's intelligence, 
knowledge of the lav?, writing and speaking, ability , the 
fact that he has had an extended and varied and extremely 
successful practice of the lav?, all substantiate, his out- 
standing ability and experience. 

JudgejHHpsaid the applicant's personal habits 
were of the highest order. His personality, personal 
appearance, honesty, and integrity were above reproach. 

His professional reputation and reputation of his family 
are of the highest order. 

He was not acquainted v?ith any specific organization 
to which the applicant may be or has been a member but he is 
positive that any judicial decisions made by the applicant 
would be fair, impartial, and objective. He unhesitatingly 
recommended the applicant for a judicial position. 




Eastern District of Virginia, Alexandria, VirginiaTadvised 
that he has known the applicant for 30 years. The applicant 
has appeared befor^l^^^i the United States District Court 
and prior to Judg^mUappointrnent to the bench, he 
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appeared against the applicant in many court cases. It vas 
his opinion that the applicant was especially qualified 
as to legal ability, intelligence, writing ability, and 
because of his wide practice of law. He was; especially 
impressed by the applicant's court room and. trial appearances. 

He stated the applicant * s : personality, appearance, 
and personal habits were of the highest order. His family 
enjoys a good reputation and his integrity and loyalty to 
•the United States are above reproach. 

He V 7 as not aware of any specific organizations 
to which the applicant did or had .belonged. 

He was sure that the applicant would be fair, 
impartial, and unbiased in any decisions he may render 
although he stated he is sure that the applicant was a man 
of very conservative judicial opinions. 

He recommended the applicant for a judicial 
position without any qualifications. 


Jnited States District Judge, 

Eastern District of Virginia, ‘TTexandria, Virginia, advised he 
LjQ, has known the applicant^o^ 

JbTC 


a professional 


and social. 


je ^oulUMnot recall that the applicant had eve^appeared 
before him in the United States District Court or in 
th^Fairfax County, Virginia, Circuit Court, where Judge 
mi^was formerly a judge » 


He stated that from personal experience and 
by reputation, he was convinced that the applicant's 
legal ability, intelligence, and knowledge of the law 
were outstanding. He pointed out that the applicant 
had been a practicing lawyer in Virginia for many years 
and had a wide and extensive and very successful practice 

- 7 - 
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which set of facts would speak for themselves as for his 
legal ability. 


Although his social acquaintanceship with, 
the applicant has’ not been extensive, he believed his 
personal habits, health, honesty, and integrity were of 
the highest order and he stated applicant's family's 
reputation is good. 


He does not know of any organizations which the 
applicant is or was a member but stated his judicial 
qualifications were of the highest order and he. would 
unhesitatingly recommend him for a judicial position. 


[United St ates "AjEt 

Eastern District of Virginia, Alexandria, Virginia, advised 
that he knew the applicant only by reputation, which in 
the Virginia legal circles was outstanding. On' the basis 
of the* applicant' s reputation, he knew of no reason 
the applicant would not be a well qualified appointee. 


i 

i. 
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On October 26, 1971, Mr. I 


attorney with offices in both Alexandria, Virginia, and 


Practicing 


Washington, D.C., 

Alexandria, Virginia, advised Special Agent 


as follows: 



He is not personally acquainted with the applicant, 
but by reputation, he knows him to be a person whose legal 
ability and experience are extensive and thorough. By 
reputation, Mr. POWELL is a person whose character, associates, 
and loyalty are above reproach. He knows nothing of the 
applicant's health status or family members and their 
activities, but assumes them to be excellent. He has never 
heard of anything concerning the applicant which would 
indicate to him that the applicant would be anything but fair, 
impartial, and unbiased, and he has no knowledge concerning 
any organizations of which the applicant is a member. He 
does not know the applicant's political affiliation, except 
that he recalls reading in the newspaper that the applicant 
is actually a member of the Democratic party. ./From his 
knowledge of the applicant's background, obtained strictly 
from newspaper accounts and the reputation of the applicant, 
he is very much in favor of the applicant's being confirmed 
as associate justice of the Supreme Court, adding that in his 
opinion, this appointment is one of the better appointments 
made by the President. 
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On October 26, 1971,. JMj 
^YC. Alexandria, Virginia, 

advised Special Agent flHHjm 


^■as follows: 


He is not personally acquainted with the applicant, 
but by reputation, he considers the applicant to have the 
highest legal ability and experience for appointment as a 
Supreme Court justice. The applicant has a reputation of 
being a person whose character, associates, reputation, and 
loyalty are above reproach. He knows nothing concerning the 
status of the applicant's health or the’ applicant' s family 
members and their activities. The applicant has the judicial 
qualifications for appointment as a judge, and he feels the 
applicant would be a most fair, impartial, unbiased, and 
objective Supreme Court justice. He does not know any of the 
organizations of which the applicant may be a member, except 
for the Virginia Bar Association and the American Bar 
Association. He considers the appointment of the applicant 
as a member of the Supreme Court to be in the .highest 
traditions of the court, and he feels that POWELL is an 
excellent choice. 
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Jc^/J5TC SA 



lowing investigation was conducted by 

'at Arlington, Virginia, on October 26, 1971: 

EMPLOYMENT RECORD CHECK 
' (PENTAGON) ~ 


Civilian Personnel Office, Office of 
the Secretary of Defense (OSD), advised the applicant was 
a consultant^ without compensation, .to the Blue Ribbon Defense 
Panel (BRDP) from July, 18, 1969., to June 30, 1970. N<? othe 

pertinent information available concerning applicant. 

SECURITY RECORD CHECK 

(PENTAGON) • . - 

IHHHUBoSD Security Division^ furnished the 
following information concerning LEWIS FRANKL'lN POWELL, born 
September 19, 1907, Suffolk, Virginia: 

Applicant was a member of the Joint Civilian 
Orientation Conference in 1956, and because of this OSD, 
conducted a National Agency Check (NAG) on him -with satisfactory 

results. 


On August 12, 1969,. he received from OSD a Secret 
clearance based on a NAC completed by OSD on July 28, 1969, 
and a background investigation completed by the Air Force 
on September 28, 1968* 


On September 26, 1969,' his clearance was upgraded 
to Top Secret based on a background investigation completed by 
OSD in 1969. Clearance was granted as he was a consultant 
to the BRDP Intelligence Subcommittee. His clearance was 
withdrawn June 19, 1970, as his association with the BRDP was 

terminated. 
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2 . 



No derogatory information exists in the applicant's 
security file at OSD. 
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On October 1971, Mrs . 

Horizon Apartments, 1375 South OceanBoulevard^Oelra^Bea^^ 
Plor^udvised that LEWIS PRANKLI^POWELL, J^andhis^ 
w if e SHV purchased Apartment^^^rom Mr.flHHHHHHH| 
of Richmond, Virginia, two years ago. She said^^^^Vwh^^" 
is a social and business acquaintance of POWBLL^^f^^med 
this apartment building since 1959. Mr commented 

that the POWELLs occupy tht apartment periodically between 
the maths of November and May. 


This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 
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On October 26, 1971, a review of the files of the 
Miami Herald Newspaper Library, Miami, Florida, disclosed the 
following* % 

An article dated May 4, 1963, reported that LEWIS 
F. POWELL, Jr., a nominee for President of the American Bar 
Association (ABA), speaking at a Seminar on "Education Against 
Communism" to lawyers at a convention of the Florida Bar at 
Miami Beach, Florida, said the ABA is earmarking $200, 000 for 
instruction of teachers in the fight against communism. 

An article dated January 9, 1965, reflects that the - 

President of the ABA, LEWIS F. POWELL, Jr., called for Congress 
to pass the BAYH Amendment spelling out succession procedures 
when a U. S. President is disabled. POWELL was addressing a 
breakfast meeting of the South Florida Inter-Professional 
Council at the Columbus Hotel, Miami. ; : 

An article dated January 12, 1965, reported that 
POWELL, addressing the Dade County Bar Association, made a 
speech in which he urged the legal profession and the hews 
media to find a "Sensible Balance" between freedom of the f 

press and safeguarding the right of an accused person to af- 
fair trial.' . ; ■ 


, * 
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An. article dated October 13, 1965, reported that the 
ABA in a resolution ^eaiing with racial, bias^^|M^^§,. :V . 
stronger proposal offered by former Florida Governor FULLER 
WARREN and Attorney HENRY ZUCKERNICK and adopted a substitute 
resolution sponsored by the ABA's resolutions committee . The 
issue centered around two dinner parties which had been 
scheduled originally at the Bath Club and the La Gorce Coun ry 
Club. According to the article, ABA President LEWIS F. POWE , 
jr,, cancelled his reception at the Bath Club following protest 
from Jewish Community leaders. The resolutions coramitee felt 
local situations could be delt with directly by ABA officials 
just as POWELL had done in cancelling the reception at the 

Bath Club. 


On October 1971, Mr • 

of the ABA, interviewed at the Fountainebleau Hotel, 
Miami Beach, Florida, advised he has known POWELL well for 
at least fifteen years. During the period of August, 1964, 
to August, 1965, POWELL was President of ABA and he worked very 
closely with him in the association. 

^^^^Bsaid POWELL is an outstanding, patriotic, loyal 
American o^xcellent character, reputation and associates. He 
is a great lawyer and a very capable individual. He has a pre- 
cise mind, always listens to all sides of any issue and his - 

opinions are always carefully formed. He has excellent balance^; 
and good judicial teraperment and is warm and human. He is ,. t 
completely fair and unbiased in his dealings with others and has 
never been known to express any racial or religious bias or 
prejudices . He described POWEhL as moderate in h». views on 

: eivit Ri 9** ts - ; ■ : a 4 :? ^ ^ ^ 

K is acuainted with of 

gpd.fia| 3 «s heard nothing u^»vorable con- J 

cerning them. 
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eels POWELL will make an excellent addition to 
Court and highly { recommends him for - this 


CRKpTT AMP ARREST 

The following agencies were catacted on October 26 # 
3 _ 971 # and no record of appointee was located: Credit Bureau 

of Palm Beach County# West Palm Beach# Florida; and Credit 
Bureau of Greater Miami# Miami# Florida. 



No record of appintee or his wife was located at 
the following agencies* Identification Division# Delray Beach# 
Florida# Police Department; Identification Division# Palm 
Beach County Sheriff's Office, West Palm Beach# Florida; and 
no record for appoitee located at the Miami Police Department# 

Miami Beach Police Department# Dade County Public Safety Department, 
Miami Municipal Court, and Metropolitan Court of Dade County, 

Miami# Florida. 

mtscf.lt akteoiis 

On October 27, 1971, a review of records of Clerk 
of Court, Circuit Court of Palm Beach County, West Palm Beach, 
Florida, reflected the apartment building in which appointee's 
apartment is located was sold to the preaat owners May 1# 

1959, and the deed contained no restrictive covenants as to 
race, religion or national origin. 
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oific*-. Atlanta, Georgia 


Bureau File #: 


Report of: SA 

Date: October 

Field Office File #: 77-6798 

Title: LEWIS FRANKLIN POWELL, JR. 

DEPARTMENTAL APPLICANT 
JUSTICE K it\ n ‘ 

• Attornev ^^^^HHI^Bboinments most favorably regarding 

SYnop$,t! powers TS oKtHffSHRtes that no finer selection could 
have been made. 

- RUC - 



DETAILS : 


JaS 

JdK 


The following investigation was conducted by SA 
>n October 26, 1971: 


^First National 

Bank Building, Atlanta, Georgia, adviSUU mat he has been 
acquainted with LEWIS FRANKLIN POWELL, JR., f«“orethan 
30 vears. He stated that their acquaintance was of both a 
business and a social nature and that he thought of POWELL 
almost like a younger brother due to the great respect and 
1 Lon he has developed for him in their many associations. 

r further advised that he and POWELIJ^^ 
together . »nrked on legal matte rs jointly 


He stated that POWELL is one of the great 
attorneys in the United States. He states that he combines 
a vast knowledge of the law with a great deal of common 
sense and a decent approach to both matters and people. He 
further stated that because of his approach and ^sincerity 
all types of people respond to him. He advised that POWELL s 


This document contains neither recommendations nor 
are not to be distributed outside your agency. 


conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your agency: it and its contents 

u. s. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE : 1970 O - 406-840 


1 


AT 77-6798 


law practice was one of the finest in the country and that 
some of the most important people in the United States had 
been his clients. 

• . ■ * V ’ . ' ' 

He described POWELL as the ideal individual for 
judgeship and stated that he has the perfect judicial tempera- 
ment. He stated that POWELLneverjumpsto conclusibns or 
speaks before he thinks; is exceedingly discreet in words and " 
deeds; always displays proper restraint; is a fair individual 
with a decent regard for other people and for the law; is 
equally considerate of rich and poor, black and white, Democrats 
and Republicans; and manages to command universal respect 
better than anyone he has ever known. He advised that his 
knowledge of the law coupled with his educational background 
and great experience ranks him with the great legal minds of 
the country. 


>7C 







f stated that he has never worked with 
POWELL on any matter involving civil rights, but he knows 
that POWELL is in favor of observing the Constitution and 
decisions of courts of proper jurisdiction. He further stated 
that POWELL believes everyoj^ observe the law even if 
they do not believe in it. ^^■■Padvised that he knows of 
no utterances by POWELL of aracmry prejudiced nature and of 
no memberships in clubs or organizations which have a clause 
or a covenant in their bylaws of a racially prejudiced nature. 


He stated that there was not the slightest 
question regarding POWELL’s character or injggr^j^and that he 
is a man with the highest sense of honor. ad vised 

that he has the greatest sense of social responsiDn.ity and 
his interests are those of a humane individual who is concerned 
with the work around him. 



F further described POWELL as a person 
who has always associated with the best, most upright type of 
individuals and as a supremely loyal American who has served 
his country well in many capacities. 


He stated that POWELL is what a lawyer and a good 
citizen ought to be and that in the many instances he has 
used him for legal and business matters he has always ^ ^ ^ 

performed magnificently .1 : t -V '* Jk ^ 

.He heartily recommends him for the position of 
Supreme Court Justice and states that no findr man for the 
job could be found in the United States. 
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Synopsis: 
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Appeals for known Mr. POWELL for 

about 12 years, commented favorably regarding character, 
reputation, loyalty and associations of Mr. POWELL. He 
described POWELL as a "high-class, top-notch" lawyer who 
exhibited highest standards of his profession and believed 
hTnMjf^e fair-minded and not racially prejudiced. Judge 
££HHHstated he would rather see younger man appointed; 
howev^^ he highly recommended Mr. POWELL for appointment to 
Supreme Court. 


RUC- 
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Building; Parkersburg, W. Va. , advised he has known LEWIS 
FRANKLIN POWELL, JR.* for about 12 years and since he, POWELL, 
was president of the American Bar Association, and that although 
he was not closely associate^ Mr* POWEIL; he kndw him well 
enougl^t^call him LEWIS, and he usually sees him on the street. 
Judge mt^m 3 ta ted ***** he had no doubt as to Mr. POWELL f s 
personal qualifications and ability for any position for which 
he might be submitted, and that POWELL stood well in his home 
community, his general character, reputation and personal habits 
being very good, that he knew of no relatives of Mr. POWELL 
residing outside of the country and felt he had no sympathies 
toward any foreign government and that he had no knowledge of 1 
his being affiliated with any individuals or organizations of 
an undesirable or disloyal nature and considered Mr. POWELL anr 
unquestionably loyal American. 

With regard to his qualifications and abilities. Judge 

stated that Mr. POWELL had appeared in his court on a 

number of occasions and that he considered him a "high-class 
top-notch" lawyer who always exhibited the highfifi^maUties * 
and standards of the legal profession. JudgeH|^^Hstated 
he had no knowledge regarding Mr. POWELL's leaning^^n civil 
rights matters; that as far as he knew, Mr. POWELL did not 
belong to any, racially prejudiced organizations; and that he 
believed Mr. POWELL would be entirely fair-minded and not 
racially prejudiced. 






-b“C 




„„ that itt *» is opinion, 

Mr. POWELL's age, believed by him To be64years, was his 
greatest drawback and that he would rather se^ a younger man 
appointed; however, he noted that many Judges worked id their : 
advanced years and that he knew of one who had worked until ’ $ 
age 90., who , was mentally as keen as he had ever .been. 
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flUV^ 8 acquainted with Mrs. Powell , whom he 

4>7C Sfifey; 


Univer 
■. woman. 
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and not in a position to evaluate then. ; [% 

R considers Powell as '’moderate" on civil 
ted out that Powell was President of 
Richmond, Virginia, School Board, when Richmond schools 
were desegregate and desegregation went quite anoothly. 
He is aware that Powell belongs to segregated clubs in 
Richmond, but stated that no top quality country club or 
J*o eating clxib in Richaond is non- segregated. Powell 
^57CL Sl^en this information to press and it hasrecenttyappea: 
in, print. Powell also belongs to non* segregated clUbsr ■' 
including Century Association in Hew York City. 
pointed out that he himself has for years been . 

ighta h aving served aajjB ! 

_ t requests of President 

Kennedy and President Johnson. He has no concern as to 
Powell's potential fairness in civil rights matters on 
Supreme Court. If he were concerned, he would oppose U^S. 
Powell. describes Powell's attitude on religious 

freedom as "red hot liberal” and states he has shown thi s 
in many ways. 

HH0 considers Powell a loyal. patriotlc 
blC American. His recoamendationof Powell for Supreme Court 
' Justice is unqualified. 
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contacts 

have all been in connection with ABA natters. He considers 
Powell as being an outstanding lawyer "and citizen and 
highly recommends Powell for the Supreme Court. He states 
Powell Is of excellent character and has a fine family. 

He states Powell has received all of the honors that the 
ABA could give him due to his years of service to the 
lawyers of America. He stated Powell was President of 
Richmond, Virginia School Board and was highly responsible 
for the peaceful Integration of that school system. He 
considers Powell as having no prejudice or bias against any 
race or creed. He stated Powell was personally responsible 
for the ABA support of legal services to indigenes through 
the Office of Econ om i c Opportunity. He states Powell Is of 
even temperament end baa never known him to lose his temper 
under any circumstances. He states Powell has a remarkable 
faculty for getting along well with people and by his sheer 
ability can reconcile conflicting points of view In an 
organization. He stated Pow ell ha d an outstanding wait 
record during World War It. 
conceive of no reasonable or 
Powell as a member of the Supreme 


8 - 




advised on Octol 



excea 


-that 


concluded thef he could 

UOUX WDT RECORDED One Cc Deputy; 

* fa**™ Ppyall -Cor a 0 £<^i6<3 9 l 

the fact 


4 


-OFL 
: (4 

_ MAIL ROO! 



I I TELETYPE UNIT! I 


Return to Mr. 
Room 1252. 



























October 27, 1971 


0 


LEVIS FRANKLI N POWELL, JR. 
DEPARTMENTAL APPLICANT 
JUSTICE, SUPREME OOORT OF 
THE UNITED STATES 


Tolson . 

Felt 

Rosen _ 
Mohr 
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Miller, E.S. . 
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Conrad 

Dalbey 

Cleveland __ 
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Bates 

Tavel 


'In lav firm 

of Wright, Lindsey, and Jennlngs^Tttie hock, Arkansas, 

^*tc advised October 26, 1971, he has known applicant intimately 
for 25 years and considers hig^n^QiMjh^fljrefttes^living 
Americans by any standards. th« 

American Bar Association, stated he was closely associated 
with Powell at time Powell was President of American Bar 
Association, and further indicated he was present on numerous 
occasions whan Powell made public appearances, pointing out 
he handled himself in an extremely capable manner. He 
described Powell as a mild mannered end reasonable individual 
who approaches controversial matters in a conciliatory spirit. 
He fusidser stated he has never heard Powell speak in a 
derogatory m a nner concerning members of a minority race, does 
not know him to be a member of any racially prejudiced 
organisation considers himtto ba a competent writer, end 
highly recommends him for a position on the Supreme Court, 
adding he la well qualified by breeding, education, and 
' experience to be a Supreme Court Justice. H 0 ~~ /£ / '/ n < 
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, & On October 27, Spartaaburg, 

YC_ Sout ^ 1 Carolina, Judge, Fourth uTsTcircuit Court of Appeals, 

JD advised he has known the applicant for approximately IS years. 
Considers his character, reputation, and associates completely 
above reproach and his loyalty to the United States unquestioned 
He believes the applicant's judicial ability and temperament are 
excellent. He has never heard the applicant personally express 
himself on civil rights, but feels sure he would "go by the 
law," Has no knowledge of applicant belonging to any racially 
prejudiced organizations. 
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irestlgator, Research Project 
_ C. f advised Special Agent 

a telephone conversation that he did 

possess inroxaatlon he felt vould be of interest to the 
FBI and if he did possess infornstlon of interest, he could 
not divulge it on his own Initiative. He advised that his 
superiors have been contacted by the FBI that he under* 
stood that further discussions between his superiors end the 
FBI were to take place in a few days. 
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, it was determined that 
United States Circuit Court of 
Appeaxff^wfftncircui^rBaltioore , Maryland, Is presently 
out of the United States and net available for Interview. 


Honorable 
\ r united States Court 
Maryland, advised b 

Jd 7C- years on a professional and semi-social basis. He advised 
Powell had appeared before him in court and that he 
observed Powell to be a professionally competent and able 
attorney. He stated that Powell Is j^an^^ood character 
and a loyal American cltisen. Judg^^^^^V stated that 
Powell, In his opinion, is well regaraeoD^iis associates 
and has made an able representation before the court on 
behalf of his clients. 



of Appeals, Fourth Circuit, Hal 
» has known the applicant for fifteen 


He stated that in his contacts with Powell, there 
is nothing to suggest that Powell is anything other than 
an honorable person who would impartially Judge matters 
to the best of his ability. He added that Powell possesses 
the professional qualifications for the position for which 
he is being considered. r? yt- /Jl/ r ¥ A l£ > ' 

< / NOT RECORDED 
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The Investigation of Mr. Powell covered in 
inquiries as to his character, loyalty, ability, and general 
standing, but no inquiries were made as to the sources of 
his income . 

The accompanying reports and memoranda set forth 
the results of an extensive investigation conducted by 
thirty-one FBI Field Offices from late Friday, October 22, 
1971, when the request for the investigation was received, 
until October 28, 1971. 
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Enclosed herewith Is s copy of mn article by 
the applicant which appeared in the October, 1971, issue 
of the FBI Law Enforcement Bulletin. This article deals 
with Powell’s philosophy concerning the position of a 
law enforcement officer in American society, it is 
captioned "Civil Liberties Repression; Fact or Fiction?" 

Enc. 
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By 

HON. LEWIS F. POWELL* 

Former President of the 
American Bar Association, 
Richmond, Va. 


In answer • to the cries of repression of civil 
liberties, Mr. Powell replies, "Law-abiding cit- 
izens have nothing to l ear.” This article was 
prepared for and appear ed in the Richmond, Va., 
Times Dispatch on August 1, 1971, and is re- 
printed for Bulletin readers with the permission 
of Mr. Powell and the Times Dispatch. 



*Mr. Powell, a prominent Virginia at- 

torney, was President of the American Bar 
Association from 1964 to 1965. He has also 
served on the National Commission on Law 
Enforcement and Administration of Justice, 
the Virginia Slate Board of Education, and 
the 15-man Blue Ribbon Defense Panel 
named by the President to study the De- 
fense Department. 


jAl t a time when slogans often 

l- - * f. IwaupI 1 1 ■> r v 1 
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fashionable to charge that “repres- 
sion” of civil liberties is wide- 
spread. This charge — directed pri- 
marily against law enforcement — ic 
standard leftist propaganda. It is also 
made and widely believed on the 
campus, in the arts and theater, in the 
pulpit, and among some of the media 
Many persons genuinely concerned 
about civil liberties thus join in pro- 
moting or accepting the propaganda 
of the radical left. 

A recent syndicated article by As- 
sociated Press writer Bernard Gavzer 
cited several such persons. According 
to Prof. Charles Reich of Yale, 
America “is at the brink of ... a po- 
lice state.” Prof. Allan Dershowitz 
of Harvard decries the “contraction 
of our civil liberties.” 

The charge of repression is not a 
rifle shot at occasional aberrations. 
Rather, it is a sweeping shotgun blast 


t at “the svstem.” which fc ronelpmn^ 
as sy&iciii<uiCciiiy repressive ot tnose 
accused of crime, of minorities, and 
of the right to dissent. 

Examples ritualistically cited are 
the “plot” against Black Panthers, the 
indictment of the Berrigans, the 
forthcoming trial of Angela Davis, 
and the mass arrests during the Wash- 
ington Mayday riots. 

The purpose of this article is to ex- 
amine, necessarily in general terms, 
the basis for the charge of repression. 
Is it fact or fiction? 

There are, of course, some instances 
of repressive action. Officials are 
sometimes overzealous; police do em- 
ploy unlawful means or excess force; 
and injustices do occur even in the 
courts. Such miscarriages occur in 
every society. The real test is whether 
these are episodic departures from the 
norm, or whether they arc, as charged, 
part of a system of countenanced 
repression. 
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The evidence is clear th:.l the charge < 
{< n false one. America Is^Aa repres- < 
"give society. The Bill fejlights is « 
widely revered and zealously safe- 
guarded by the courts. There is in 
turn no significant threat to individual 
freedom in this country by law en- 
forcement. 

Solicitor General Gris\ old, former* 
dean of the Harvard Law School and 
member of the Civil Rights Commis- ' 
sion, recently addressed bis issue in 
a talk at the University of Virginia. 
He stated that there is gre iter freedom 
and less repression in America than 
in any other country. 

So much for the general framework 
of the debate about allege 1 repression. 
What are the specific civ rges? 

The attack has focm 2 d on wire- 
tapping. There seems almost to be a 
conspiracy to confuse th» public. The 
impression studiously cultivated is of 
massive eavesdropping Mid snooping 
by the FBI and law enfoi ement agen- 
cies. The right of privacy, cherished 
by all, is said to be widely threatened. 

n I*.* * - . - 1 
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chorus of unsubstantiated chaiges. 
Little effort is made to delineate the 
purposes or the actual extent of elec- 
tronic surveillance. 


The Facts 

The facts, in summary, are as fol- 
lows. The Department of Justice em- 
ploys wiretapping in two types of 
situations: (1) against criminal con- 
duct such as murder, kidnaping, ex- 
tortion, and narcotics offenses; and 
(2) in national security cases. 

Wiretapping against crime was ex- 
pressly authorized by Congress in 
1968. But the rights of suspects are 
carefully safeguarded. There must be 
0 prior court order issued only upon 
a showing of probable cause. The 
place and duration arc strictly con- 
trolled. Ultimate disclosure of the taps 
is required. There are heavy penalties 
for unauthorized sur .eillancc. Any 


official or FBI Agent who employs a 
wiretap without a court owler ina 
criminal case is subject to impriyj 
in c nt and fine. 

During 1969 and 1970, such fed- 
eral wiretaps were employed in only 
309 cases. More than 900 arrests re- 
sulted, with some 500 persons being 
indicted — including seven! top lead- 
ers of organized crime. 

The G overnment also employs wire- 
taps in counterintelligence activities 
involving national defense md inter- 
nal security. The 1968 act left this 
delicate area to the inheres power of 
the President. 

Current Myths 

Civil libertarians oppose the use of 
wiretapping in all cases, including its 
use against organized cm ie and for- 
eign espionage. Since the 1968 act, 
however, the attack has focused on its 
use in internal security cases and some 


One of the current myths u 'ha t the 
Department of Justice is usurper e new 
powers. The truth is that wiretapping, 
as the most effective detcctior mein?, 
has been used against espionage and 
subversion for at least thre*? ie cades 
under six Presidents. 

There may have been a time when 
a valid distinction existed be tv een ex- 
ternal and internal threats. B p. such 
a distinction is now largely meaning- 
less. The radical left strongly led and 
with a growing base of support, is plot- 
ting violence and revolution- . :s lead- 
ers visit and collaborate with foreign 
Communist enemies. Freedou can be 
lost as irrevocably from revol rtion as 
from foreign attack. 

The question is often asked why, if 
prior court authorization to wiretap 
is required in ordinary criminal cases, 
it should not also be required in na- 
tional security cases. In simple? t terms 
the answer given by governn ent is the 
need for secrecy. 


“The outcry against wiretapping is a tempest in a tcap:?*- 
There are 210 million Americans . There are only a i".t 
hundred wiretA^t cnnually, and these are directed ngaivit 
people who piey on their fellow citizens or who seel: to 
subvert our demo :ratic form of government . Lmc-abi-.uns 
citizens have noth ng to fear,” 


courts have distinguished these from 
foreign threats. The issue will be be- 
fore the Supreme Court at the next 
term. 

There can be legitimate concern 
whether a president should have this 
power with respect to internal “ene- 
mies.” There is, at least in theory, the 
potential for abuse. This possibility 
must be balanced against the general 
public interest in preventing violence 
(c.g., bombing of Capitol) and or- 
ganized attempts to overthrow the 
Government. 


Foreign powers, notably the Gvmmu 
nist ones, conduct massive v spionag 
and subversive operations 3 gain? 
America. They are now aided lcb 
ist radical organizations thei 

sympathizers in this countr . Cour 
authorized wiretapping requires 
prior showing of probable cause an 
the ultimate disclosure of source 
Public disclosure of this ser.iiive ii 
formation would seriously uar.dicr 
our counterespionage and counte 
subversive operations. 

As Attorney General John Mitch* 


_ , 1 C.itiot 
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has stated, prohibition of electronic 
-surveillance would Jeavc AmoricfgA? 
the “only nation in the world” 
to engage cflectivcly in a wide z rca 
of counterintelligence activities neces- 
sary to national security. 

Apparently as a part of a mindless 
campaign against the FBI, seveva 1 na- 
tionally known political leaders 1 avc 


language, urges the young to assault 
llic police. 

The Nc w Y o rk Times a ndlhe Was) 
inglon Post reported, as establish, d 
fact, that 28 Pa- hers had bee.i 
gunned down by ponce since January 
1968. Ralph Abernathy attributed the 
death of Panther leaders to a “calcu- 
lated, design of genocide.” Julirn 


This was unlike prior demonstra- 
tions in Washington, as the avowed 
if #>se °f this one was to shut down 
the Government. The mob attempted 
to block main traffic arteries during 
the early morning rush hours. Vio- 
lence and property destruction were 
not insignificant. Some 39 policemen 
were injured. Indeed, Deputy Attor- 
ney General Kleindienst has revealed 
that the leaders of this attack held 


“There is no more open society in the world than 
America, No other pres ; is as free , No other country r «c- 
cords its writers and at fists such untrammeled freedom, 
. . . What other government would allow the. Chicago 
Seven , while out on Lai-, to preach revolution across the 
land , vastly enriching themselves in the process?” 


asserted their wires were tapped or 
that they were otherwise subject to 
surveillance. These charges rec ived 
the widest publicity from the lews 
media. 

False Charges 

The fact is that not one c* diese 
politicians has been able to pre vc his 
case. The Justice Department has 
branded the charges as false. 

The outcry against wiretappn g is 
a tempest in a teapot. There are 210 
million Americans. There are only a 
few hundred wiretaps annually, and 
these are directed against people who 
prey on their fellow citizens or who 
seek to subvert our democratic form 
of government. Law-abiding citizens 
have nothing to fear. 

In the general assault on law en- 
forcement, charges of police repres- 
sion have become a reflexive response 
by many civil libertarians as well as 
by radicals. 

Examples arc legion. Young people 
are being incited not to respect law 
officers but to regard them as “pigs.” 
Black Panther literature, in the vilest 


Bond charged that Panthers are be'ng 
“decimated by police assassins?! on 
arranged by the federal police apj a* 
ratus.” Even Whitney Young refen h! 
to “nearly 30 Panthers murdered by 

i r • rr • _ i . 

lUM OAAi.^/ «. L Uiiikldlda 

These charges, upon investigation 
(by the New Yorker magazine, among 
others), turned out to be erroneot “. 
The fact is that two — possibly four at 
most — Panthers may have been si ct 
by police without clear justificatic n. 
Many of the 28 Panthers were killed 
by other Panthers. There is no 
evidence whatever of a’genociJe 
conspiracy. 

But the truth rarely overtakes false- 
hood — especially when the latte is 
disseminated by prestigious newspa- 
pers. Millions of young Americans, 
especially blacks, now believe ihcje 
false charges. There is little wonc* er 
that assaults on police are stead Jy 
increasing. 

The latest outcry against law en- 
forcement was provoked by the m iss 
arrests in Washington on May 3. Some 
20,000 demonstrators, pursuant to 
carefully laid plans, sought to bring 
the Federal Government to a halt. 


prior consultations with North Viet- 
namese officials in Stockholm. 

Yet, because thousands were ar- 
rested, the American Civil Liberties 
Union and other predictable voices 
cried repression and brutality. The 
vast majority of those arrested were 
released, as evidence adequate to con- 
vict a particular individual is almost 
impossible to obtain in a faceless mob. 

The alternative to making mass ar- 
rests was to surrender the Govern- 
ment to insurrectionaries. This w oulc! 
have set a precedent of incalculable 
danger. It also would have allowed a 
mob to deprive thousands of law r -abid- 
ing Washington citizens of their rights 

i i . i 

tu LlOU LA 1C ctl ^ t.S till Vi LV ittnc U'.vVJ 

to their offices and homes. 

Sheer Nonsense 

Those who charge repression say. 
that dissent is suppressed and free 
speech denied. Despite the wide cre- 
dence given this assertion, it is sheer 
nonsense. There is no more open soci- 
ety in the world than America. No 
other press is as free. No other coun- 
try accords its writers and artists such 
untrammeled freedom. No Solzhenit- 
syns are persecuted in America. 

Wlial other government would al- 
low the Chicago Seven, while out on 
bail, to preach revolution across the 
land, vastly enriching themselves in 
the process? 

What other country would tolerate 
in wartime the crescendo of criticism 
of government policy? Indeed, vha 
oilier country would allow i*? 
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'citizens- -including somc^l>olitical 
leaders — to negotiate P r t#y vv ^ 1 
the North Vietnamese enemy? 

Supreme Court decision/ sanctify 
First Amendment freedoms There is 
no prior restraint of any publication, 
except possibly in flagrant b reaches of 
national security. There is virtually no 
recourse for libel, slander, or even 
incitement to revolution. 

The public, including tie young, 
are subjected to filth and obf cenities— 
openly published and exhil iied. 

The only abridgment of tree speech 
in this country is not by government. 
Rather, it comes from the radical 
left — and their bemused supporters — 
who do not tolerate in other > the rights 
they insist upon for themse. /es. 

Prof. Herbert Marcusi of Cali- 
fornia, Marxist idol of the New Left, 
(reely denounces “capitalist repres- 
sion” and openly encourages revolu- 
tion. At the same time Ik advocates 
denial of free speech to those who dis- 
agree with his “progressive” views. 

It is common. practice, especially on 

. . . i . i 

me campus, i\>i n' *n„ «•- 

with obscenities any moderate or con- 
servative speaker or physically to deny 
such speaker the rostrum. 

A recurring theme in the repression 
syndrome is that Black Panthers and 
other dissidents cannot receive a fair 
trial. 

The speciousness of this view has 
been demonstrated recently by acquit- 
tals in the New Haven and New York 
Panther cases — the very ones with re- 
spect to which the charge of repression 
was made by nationally known educa- 
tors and ministers. 

Rights Safeguarded 

The rights of accused persons — 
without regard to race or belief — are 
more carefully safeguarded in Amer- 
ica than in any other country. Under 
our system the accused is presumed 
to be innocent; the burden of proof 
lies on the state; guilt must be proved 
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beyond reasonable doubt; public jury 
. trial is guaranteed; and a gu 


Kv vjff 


diet must be unanimous. 

In recent years, dramatic decisions 
of the Supreme Court have further 
strengthened the rights of iccused 
persons and correspondingly limited 
the powers of law enforcement. There 
arc no constitutional decis ons in 
other countries comparable to those 
rendered in the cases of Escol cdo and 
Miranda. 


“Rather than ‘repressive 
criminal justice our sy stem 
subordinates the safety of 
society to the rights of per- 
sons accused of crime . The 
need is for greater p erec- 
tion — not of criminal: but 
of law-abiding citizen*.’ 


Rather than “repressive criminal 

" /.«,r c«>cton> cimnrdir»3>P* in« 

safety of society to the right.- of per- 
sons accused of crime. The i'\ to. is for 
greater protection — not criminals 

but of law-abiding citizens. 

A corollary to the “fnr trial” 
slander is the charge that ra v.cals are 
framed and tried for politico reasons. 
This is the worldwide Communist 
line with respect to Angela Davis. 
Many Americans repeat this charge 
against their own country, while rais- 
ing no voice against standard practice 
of political and secret trials in Com- 
munist countries. 

The radical left, with wide support 
from the customary' camp followers, 
also is propagandizing the case of the 
Berrigans. 

The guilt or innocence of these peo- 
ple remains to be determined by juries 
of their peers in public trials. Eut the 
crimes charged are hardly “political. 
In the Davis case a judge and three 
others were brutally murdered. The 


Beni cans, one oi whom stands con- 
victed of destroying draft record. , are 
charged with plots to bomb and 
kidnap. 

Some trials in our country have 
been politicized— but not by gc vern- 
ment A new technique, recently con- 
demned by Chief Justice Warren 
Burger, has been developed b* the 
Kunstlers and others who wish t * dis- 
credit and destroy our system. Such 
counsel and defendants deliberately 
seek to turn courtrooms into R:man 
spectacles — disrupting the trial, * tout- 
ing obscenities and threatening vio- 
lence. It is they— not the system— who 
demean justice. 

The answer to all of this was re- 
cently given by former California 
Chief Justice Roger J. Traynor, who 
said: 

“It is irresponsible to ech ) such 
demagogic nonsense as the ] reposi- 
tion that one group or archer in 
this country cannot get a fa r trial. 

„ . . No country in the wo* Id has 
done more to insure fair trial 
Anirrira has its 1UII Miuiv of 
lems. But significant or sys ernatic 
government repression of civi liber- 
ties is not one of them. 

The radical left— expert hi such 
matters— knows the charge of repres- 
sion is false. It is a cover for leftist- 
inspired violence and repression. It is 
also a propaganda line designed to 
undermine confidence in ovr - ree in- 
stitutions, to brainwash the youth, and 
ultimately to overthrow* our demo- 
cratic system. 

It is unfortunate that so iua y non- 
radical Americans are taken in by this 
leftist line. They unwittingly weaken 
the very institutions of freed' m they 
wish to sustain. They may h? 'en the 
day when the heel of repression is a 
reality — not from the sources now 
recklessly defined but from ^ hatever 
tyranny follo ws the overthrow of rep- 
resentative government. 

This is the greatest danger to human 
liberty in America. 
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LEVIS FRANKLIN POWELL, JR. 
DEPARTMENTAL APPLICANT 
JUDGE 

SUPREME COURT 07 THE UNITED STATES 
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Virginia Bar Loris 7. 

Powell , Jr. for many years and thinks highly of hi*. He is 
not personally acquainted with hi* on a real personal basis, 
inasmuch as Hr* Powsll has his restdoaco ia Richmond , Virginia, 
and he resides in Arlington, Virginia. 


Irnnr m^HVrelated that the Virginia Bar Association is 

^ a c amp ulsor^Sn^ssociation meaning that all lawyers desiring 
to practice in the Commonwealth of Virginia must belong to the 
bar association. Therefore, an endorsement by the bar association 
would not necessarily mean a complete endorsement by all members 
of the bar association. However, in 1969, at a full membership 
meeting of the bar association, the bar did completely endorse 
Mr. Powell as a responsible attorney. 


Jp£»/b7C ■■ further related that he recently returned 

from the Osaric^iMiere he attended a meeting with 14 presidents 
of bar associations from the various states, and he had many 
of these individuals come to him to express their complete 
delight in the nomination of Powell to the Supreme Court. 
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has very good speaking ability. His speeches are "low key”, 
however, he is so well prepared that he has been received in an 

excellent manner. <77—/ ' / Y Zip'' 

-WitfC stated that itotanich as Powell* s law firm is 

stationed ilHticfinond , he is not completely familiar with the 
type of practice Powell has at the present time. However, said 
it had been general from the beginning and undoubtedly practices 
a considerable amount of corporate law at the presentx time, 

OFL : bag (ytX-CL. 

(4) T 



related Powell is a very intelligent individual, 
tnslve knowledge of the lav, is well written, and 

_ . _ T . _ * ^ — . 
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SYNOPSIS: 


Investigation of Powell , being considered for position 



Justice, Supreme Court of the United States, is completed, Powell 
graduated from Washington and Lee University, Lexington, Virginia, 
receiving a B.S, degree in June, 1929, and a law degree in June, 1931, 

He received his LL.M. degree from Harvard University, Cambridge, 
Massachusetts, in June, 1932, He served honorably in the U, S, Army 
Air Corps (presently U. S, Air Force) between May, 1942, and February, 

1946, He rose from the rank of Lieutenant to the rank of Colonel, He 
retired in 1963 from the U, S, Air Force Reserve as a Colonel, Except 
for this military service, he has been in private law practice at 
Richmond, Virginia, He has been afforded numerous honors, including 
past President of the American Bar Association (ABA), Of the 289 persons 
interviewed, he was unknown to 22 people, 26 people knew him by reputation, 
an^^ng^iothingunfavorable^an^24p people recommended Powell, IH| 

would aTC^Hxey 

^^^Tn^q^WWH^^WIWI^^^orceiWPenough during the period of school 
desegregation, Powell allegedly is a member of two segregated clubs in 
Richmond; however, clubs deny being discriminatory. Three minor traffic 
violations concerning father resulted in being dismissed or small fine, 
imposed. 


ACTION: 


a 


u 


Results of investigation have been furnished to the Department, 


Our transmittal notes, "The accompanying Jreports and memoranda 
set forth the results of an Extensive investigation conducted by 31 FBI 
Field Offices from late Friday, October 22, 1971, when the request for the 
investigation was received, until Thursday, 0ctober 28, 1971,!’ ^ , LlQ 
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Memorandum to Mr. Cleveland 
Re: Lewis Franklin Powell, Jr. 


DETAILS : 

Powell was born on September 17, 1907, at Suffolk, 
Virginia. He entered Washington and Lee University, Lexington, 
Virginia, in 1925. He received a B.S. degree in June, 19£9, 
and a law degree in June, 1931, from this University. He 
received a LL.M. degree from Harvard University, Cambridge, 
Massachusetts, in June, 1932. He has received several honorary 
Doctor of Law degrees. Since graduation from college he has 
been in private law practice at Richmond, Virginia, except for 
the period between May, 1942, and February, 1946, when he 
served honorably in the U. S. Army Air Corps (presently U. S. 
Air Force). He remained in the U. S. Air Force Reserve until 
1963, when he retired as a Colonel. During the second World 
War, he rose from Lieutenant to Colonel. Powell has been 
associated with the firm of Hunton, Williams, Gay, Powell, and 
Gibson, Richmond, Virginia, since 1935. He has been a full 
partner with this firm since 1938. 


J>7 C 


A total of 289 persons were interviewed, in addition 
to the usual agency checks. He was unknown to 22 persons 
interviewed. Twenty-six people knew Powell by reputation and 
knew nothing unfavorable concerning him. Two hundred forty 
persons interviewed highly recommended Powell as an outstanding 
choice for the position of Justice, Supreme Court of the United 
States. Comments of one attorney who would not recommend, set forth 
hereinafter. 


Among the 


recommended 
ent. 



Among the attorneys inter- 
viewed were prominent members of outstanding law firms on the 
East coast from Atlanta, Georgia, to New York, New York. 


The comments of the aforementioned individuals 
indicated the applicant is extremely competent, intelligent, and 
an outstanding lawyer. They stated they have observed the 
applicant under numerous situations and have never seen him 
angry; thus they feel he possesses an excellent judicial 
temperament. 
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Memorandum to Mr. Cleveland 
Re: Lewis Franklin Powell, Jr. 

would 

not recommen^Pow^n^^atxii^xHW^rowHH^Vl^Tor "freedom 
of choice" position in the school desegregation cases 
in Virginia in the 1950's. He also stated that Powell 
represents large corporations presently concerning 

I discrimination in hiring practices. He added Powell belongs 
to the Commonwealth Club and the Country Club of Virginia, 
both of which discriminate. 

Another attorney at Norfolk, Virginia, who 
recommended Powell without reservation, also mentioned 
Powell belongs to the two aforementioned discriminatory 
clubs. 

The numerous aforementioned attorneys advised 
there is no basis of any complaint concerning Powell's 
handling of desegregation or discriminatory hiring practices 
cases. They stated that in fact Powell was the primary 
individual who was responsible for the smooth integration 
of the school system in the State of Virginia. 

Representatives of the two aforementioned clubs 
were contacted and advised they have no practice of 
discrimination because of race or religion. 

A Richmond, Virginia, Negro attorney had been 
quoted in the press as indicating Powell was a segregationist. 

He was interviewed and advised he does not know Powell and 
can furnish no information concerning him. He stated that 
contrary to press articles, he had not applied for a position 
with Powell's law firm, although he had heard from a source, 
whom he did not recall, that Powell's law firm discriminated 
against Negroes. 

In 1930 Powell was a member, representing the 
South, of the National Student Federation of America. This 
organization was founded in 1925, which represented 245 
colleges and universities. The organization was indicated in its 
4_940to directory to be an affiliate of the American Youth 
Congress, which organization has been cited under Executive 
Order 10450, , The American Youth Congress was not in existence until 
1934. 

The applicant's father was cited on three occasions 
between 1934 and 1965, for minor traffic violations, for 
which he was either fined a small fine or the charges were 
dismissed. 
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